The Supreme Court of California convened in the courtroom of the Earl

SUPREME COURT MINUTES
TUESDAY, JANUARY 7, 2003
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA

14

Warren Building, 350 McAllister Street, Fourth Floor, San Francisco, California,
on January 7, 2003, at 9:00 a.m.

Present: Chief Justice Ronald M. George, presiding, and Associate Justices
Kennard, Baxter, Werdegar, Chin, Brown, and Moreno.

Officers present: Frederick K. Ohlrich, Clerk; and Brian Clearwater,
Calendar Coordinator.

S091297

S095872

S102162

Harvey Greenfield, Plaintiff and Appellant
V.
Fritz Companies Inc., et al., Defendants and Respondents

Cause called. William F. Alderman argued for Respondents.

Michael D. Braun argued for Appellant.
Mr. Alderman replied.
Cause submitted.

The People, Plaintiff and Respondent
V.
Mark Barnum, Defendant and Appellant
Cause called. David S. Adams argued for Appellant.

Cliff Zall, Deputy Attorney General, argued for Respondent.

Mr. Adams replied.
Cause submitted.

The People, Plaintiff and Respondent

V.
Raul Gomez Gutierrez, Defendant and Appellant

Cause called. David C. Cook, Deputy Attorney General,
argued for Respondent.

Tracy Dressner argued for Appellant.

Mr. Cook replied.

Cause submitted.
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S102729

S103581

S046117

Court recessed until 1:30 p.m. this date.

Court reconvened pursuant to recess.
Members of the Court and Officers present as first shown.

In re Vincent Marquez
on
Habeas Corpus
Cause called. Arthur Dudley argued for Petitioner.
Christina Vom Saal, Deputy Attorney General, argued for
Respondent.
Mr. Dudley replied.
Cause submitted.

In re Pamela C. Martinez
on
Habeas Corpus
Cause called. Diann Sokoloff, Deputy Attorney General, argued for
Respondent.
Elizabeth Courtenay argued for Petitioner.
Ms. Sokoloff replied.
Cause submitted.

The People, Respondent
V.
Ernest Dwayne Jones
Cause called. Jan J. Nolan opened argument for Appellant.
H. Mitchell Caldwell continued argument for Appellant.
Herbert S. Tetef, Deputy Attorney General, argued for
Respondent.
Ms. Nolan replied.
Cause submitted.

Court recessed until 9:00 a.m., Wednesday, January 8, 2003.
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S097308

B144465 Second Appellate District,
Division One

B144920

S112400
D040882 Fourth Appellate District,
Division One

S012944

S029301
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ADVANCED BIONICS v. MEDTRONIC, INC.
Time extended to consider modification or rehearing

The time for granting or denying rehearing in the
above-entitled case is hereby extended to and
including March 19, 2003, or the date upon
which rehearing is either granted or denied,
whichever occurs first.

GORDNER v. S.C. (PEOPLE)
Time extended to grant or deny review

The time for granting or denying review in the
above-entitled matter is hereby extended to
and including January 21, 2003, or the date
upon which review is either granted or denied.
This order is entered nunc pro tunc as of
December 20, 2002, due to clerical error.

PEOPLE v. RAMIREZ (RICHARD)
Extension of time granted

To 2/25/2003 to file appellant's reply brief.

The court anticipates that after that ate, only
three further extensions totaling 180 additional
dm,ays will be granted. Counsel is ordered to
inform his or her assisting attorney or entity, if
any, and any assisting attorney or entity of any
separate counsel of record, of this schedule, and
to take all steps necessary to meet it.

PEOPLE v. TULK (JAMES D.)
Extension of time granted

To 3/7/2003 to file appellant's opening brief. The
court anticipates that after that date, only three
further extensions totaling 180 additional days
will be granted. Counsel is ordered to inform his
or her assisting attorney or entity of any separate
counsel of record, of this schedule, and to take all
steps necessary to meet it.
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S038073

S104862
C033593 Third Appellate District

S$109902
B151521 Second Appellate District,
Division Seven
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PEOPLE v. MANRIQUEZ (ABELINO)
Extension of time granted

To 2/28/2003 to file appellant's opening brief.
After that date, only two further extensions
totaling about 90 additional days are
contemplated. Extension is granted based upon
Deputy State Public Defender William
Hassler's representation that he anticipates
filing that brief by 5/31/2003.

PEOPLE v. MOSBY
Extension of time granted

On application of appellant and good cause
appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve
and file the Reply Brief on the Merits is
extended to and including January 9, 2003.

M. (EDDIE), IN RE
Extension of time granted

On application of appellant and good cause
appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve
and file the Opening Brief on the Merits is
extended to and including February 3, 2003. No
further extensions of time are contemplated.
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SUPREME COURT CALENDAR
SACRAMENTO SESSION
FEBRUARY 4 and §, 2003

The following cases are placed upon the calendar of the Supreme Court for
hearing at its courtroom in the Stanley Mosk Library and Courts Building, Sacramento,
California, on February 4 and 5, 2003.

TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 4, 2003 - 9:00 A.M.

S101003 Cruz v. Pacificare Health Systems
(Werdegar, J., not participating, Reardon, J., assigned
Justice Pro Tempore.)

S107126 Riverside v. Superior Court, County of Riverside;
Riverside Sheriff’s Association

S105271 People v. Hernandez

2:00 P.M.

S027555 People v. Alfredo R. Prieto (Automatic Appeal)
S024645 People v. Omar Dent (Automatic Appeal)

WEDNESDAY. FEBRUARY 5. 2003 - 9:00 A.M.

S106553 Teter v. City of Newport Beach
S012852 People v. Robert E. Maury (Automatic Appeal)
S022481 People v. Martin A. Navarette (Automatic Appeal)

George
Chief Justice

If exhibits are to be transmitted to this court, counsel must comply with Rule
18(c), California Rules of Court.



